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Ps? “ i 
i , After Trotsky, What next?) i 
s Time; is absolute, and’ of thet absolute wa can form no” 
wofcan form no idem of time iteelf. We can, hewover, form an id 
‘time by the events that take Place. We form.an‘idea:c 
: he earth cn its axis: we form an ides of a year by't! 
3 4 makes arcund.the aun; and so in all cases ve easara th 
i} / events ‘that take place. The'more events take places 
ae oa longer that interval appears to us. A day. crowder 
: |’. than aa unevent fu week: We live. now inla time| in: 
ai take placp within lone day than took place in the 
4 ‘fore a day seems 49 us longer thon in the past|a 
ie, net Lee & primitive and: sava 
'' 'theng yet, becausa every one. of thésa, days sc 
the murder of Trotzky appears to us! te be ‘so fe 
| Murdor of Cassar, |To speak now of the murder of 71 
.,| bistory. Now, anedent history is still significant 
t ““‘evente thatitake place now. ths events of ancient h 
sii want. 53 days ago! the murder of Trotzky, wae a ver 
24 apprare no longer |aignificant. . Now,’ murder. 
‘at this tine it would be of little significanca'to, us 
ol aga subject for. a lecture ‘now, But themurder 6 
re event that has takeh place for many years in the. past, 
i ! will continue to take place. for many. years to: come. ‘ 
murder of Trotzky, I shall peak of an;event that i, 
now, ‘ . mn © fl 


Ve Stalin murdered Trotzky. Thus Stalin, again And j 
Guenchlesas thirst for revenge; and thue, also,» Stalin“ 


, & lo longer will Trotzky challenge Stalin's supremacy or A 


4 
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Trotzky i9 dead, what is noxt? Long age “I, answered thi questi 
years ago 2 stated, end since then I rapeated the statement 
' that all the Rugsian revolutionary loadéra would bea destro 
i Russian Situation, which I deliverdd March 11, 1930 - +e aro 
at ago- I atated, among others, the follow ng: Of all the. Bolshevik’ 1 ders*an 
lin was left, who is yet in power; but Stalin will: not ‘long remain in power 


5 the near future, Stalin will either be depoeed, or he will be agsagsinatad; or,.if - 


he de favored by Destiny, like Lenin he | will dis a patural death. When Stalin je - 


removed from tho historic etage, there will be a fierce ptrugels for powar, ‘whicit 
fight against communist 


vill give rise té ‘a frightful civil war! Communists will i 
socislista, anarchists and other revolutionaries will fight againat eommuniats ; ‘ 7 
ee ' reactionaries will fight against revolu donaties; religious will fight against ath- 
i i siete; the peasants will fight against the proletariat; and the whole Russian peor- 
le willyfight ‘egainst’ the: present regime, Ths snemies of nism will find’ the 
much coveted opportunity to invads.Ruseia. Priegata, Rabbis, ‘cepitalists, socialists 
SBnarchiet's, liberala and pscifiata will| join the armies and the naviss of the cap- 
italiet countries in a holy war ageinst, Russia. Rieaia‘will become the world Armag- 
1 eddon, Blood will flow‘in rivers, millione of Russians will be killed, and Russia 
ig will be dismembered, A terribla reaction wild set in, the international proletariet 
will be discturaged, and the ad gees movement will bo retired from histery. 


“ 


Thus a great social experiment wl come to an and, and a high social ideal will 
‘again fail, . oe 
Fa 4 1 
. 3. The realization of this Prophacy -io the anewer to the question what is next? 
. New, the murder of Trotzky and the othor revolutionary leaders i¢ not the real tra- 
gedy; first, because he who tekes up the sword must be prepared to perish! by the 


sword. A-revolutionary, pike & soldisr ‘on the battle-field, must be preperad to be 
. killed. What 1a te be expected ie not q tragedy. Next, whan Trotzky and thd other " 
revolutionary leaders wera in powor, they acted like Stalin. Finally, if by chance 
, : Fil ie a aa 
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‘ The real tragedyiie° this: 


'. peeta: a human aspect, a historic aepect and @ moral 


















Trotzky came again to power, he would | 


the future? The Ruseianjrevolution feiled, what r 
ers of the Rue -Tevolution betrayed, who can 
and destroys #1] faith, aj}. trust_and ell hope. S 


the past, we cannot remain where we-are, and yet th 
struggle for the future, This is the situation that’ cc 
ents, of which the murder of Trotrky is only a phase) p 


Aspects in the order stated, ‘ ee a 
4, . The Human Aspect. To zost People, who have-no 
appeara.to.be the result of a struggle! between human pa 
told that the Ruseian Tevolutionary leadérs,°liks leads: 
of on¢ another, they were ambitious, each striving to become’ th 
and thorofore they destroyed one another. Hen that are ivated 
ambititna must be in one another's way, they suet. 
must ‘destray what they had achieved. Thi 
is taking plece in history. History 3 
passions and ambitions of leaders, 
bitions to realize its purposes. 
ous events; histary, 
existence thich realizes th 
the Trotzkys and the Stalins did not make the Russian revolution, ao the Lenins; 
Trotzkys ana “he Staline did not Gsstroy the Rugsien revolution. It.was history 
that made the Ruesian revolution, and it wae’ history thet destroyed it. To under- 
stand why history'made and deetr yed the Ruesian revolution, we must go to hietors - 

‘11 a book sealed with “sevapty-saven deale. Not or- 
ly ordinary men, but even historians and philosephera have not yet learned to un- 


and what will be the outcome of the Present. world struggle. Ard not only the hie- 

torians and the philogophere, but even revolutionary Marxiste do not understand hi- 
story, Thib is‘ shown ty the fact, among othere, that, like most ordinary men, they 
regard the! tragedy of the Russian revolution as the resuit of the struggls between | 
‘he passions and ambitions of the revolutionary leaders. How did the Stealinites and 


naive, a superficial and human viewpoint, The Stalinites regarded theweslvegias tlic 
true revolutionaries, the depésitaries of true Marxism and Leninisn, the trus 
frienda of the working claes and. Sovist Russia. Therefore, they believed that only 
they had a right te be prema power, and only! they were competent to direct the 
policies of Soviet Rusfia. In turn, the Stelinites regarded the Trotikyitee as re- 
ectiomriess, traitara fascists, enemies of the working class and Sovist fussia, 
Therefore the Stalinites beliaved that they head a right, and it wae their duty ta 
destroy the Trotzkyvtes. On the other hand, the Trotzkyites regarded themesivas eo 
; the Stalinites vregérded themselves, and the Trotzkyites thought of the Stalinites 
as ths Stalinites thought of -the Trotzkyitea, Therefore the Trotzkyites believed 
that only they ha a Tight te be in supreme power, and that only they were compet- 
3 : <2s : 
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ent and trustworthy to direct the policies of Soviet Ruesia- | 
ites believed that they had a right, and it wae their duty, to remove and to des- 
troy the Stalinitee. Thus we ses that the Stalinites and the Trotzkyitee tock of 
history thé.same naive and superstlitieus view that the moet ordinary men teks. Thin 
showe that the Stalinites and’ the Trotzkyitee never ersteed hietory, end they 


“‘never undsretgod Marxism. If they understood Marxism, they would know at leet thic 


that men de nét make history, and that history ie not determined by the Passions 


and ambitions of men. Marx gade thie clear: hietory is a procese of human sxistence — 


‘that ie independent of tho wil] and the consciousness of mon. lary taught that, in 


. considering a social transformation, we must dieregard what men think of thie tran: 


éformation, what ‘thay think of themeslvas end of one another. Hance, to understand 
the tragedy of the Ruasian Fevolution we must dieregard what the Stalinites and the 


fore the Trotzky- 





Trotzkyites thought of thenseives and of one ancther; they were only the blind . ——~ 


; tools in.the hands of history, History made the Auesian revolution, history brought 
‘out the Lening, the Trotzkya‘and the Staling to perform the works of the revolution. 
‘ history destroyed then together with the revolution, and by all this history accom- 


plished a hietoric Farnousy@uy the Stalinites and the Trotzkyitee never understood 
the Russian revolution end wha history wag accomplishing by it. Woree still, thoy 
never underetood Marxiem, ond they never were Marxists. They were ail through de- 
ceived. Hence their destruction ie no tragedy. And picce hietory made the Rusezan 
revolution and history deetroyed it, after it hae performed ite hiatoric function, 
the dastruction of the Russian revolution was not a tragedy, And, eince there waa 
ue tragedy, there ie nothing which we ehould regret, and ‘there is nothing which we 
shduld fear. Therefore it ie not for us te judge and condemn, it-ie for us to une 
derstand. “ihat did history intend to accomplieh by the Ruesien revolution? Thia 
trings us to/the historic aepect of what appeare te be the tragedy of the Ruesian 
revolution. " 1 ‘ 

oa - The Hiktoric-Aspect. The Ruseien revolutionaries, believing thet men make 
history, balieved that'they could make the Russien revolution, and that thay could 
determing the hietoric function and course of that revolution, The Russian revolu- 
tionaries studied the history of past revolutions, and yet never perceived that a~ 
Yevolution is made by history, end not by men; and that a revolution has. a historic 
function and course that ere independent of the will and the coneciousnese of men, 
Mara regarded the French revolution as the most perfect type of revolutione. Let 
us, therefore, examine the French reveluticn. The French revolutionaries believed 
that the function ef the French revolution wae to eetablieh liberty, equality and 
fraternity. Dut, as a matter of histpry, the function of the French revolution Wae, 
a3 Marx eaid, to destrey Faudalism, ‘and to clear the terrain for modern capitalisc. 
And now let ue éonsider the courso of the French revolution. Prior to 1799 France 
wae feudalistic and moparchic. A crisie precipitated the revolution. The first, re- 
volutionary wave brought te the fore the Conatitutionaliste. The eecond wave brou- 
ght to the fore the Girondiete, who guillotined the Constitutionaliete.: The third 
wave brought to the fore the dacobins, whe guillotinod the Girondiete. ‘In 1793 the 
revolution reaches ita highest creet. Great political and economic changes were in- 
sugurated. Then the revolution began to subside, and the procese wae rqversed., The 
Jacobine were overthrown and guillotined by the Girondiste, then the Girondleth 
vere overthrown and guillctined by the Constitutionaliste. Than the Constitutiona- 
lists were overthrow and destroyed by Hapoleen. In 1815, Mappleon wae overthrown, 
the Bourbone were restored, the monarchy wae reestablinhed, reaction settled down, 


- an the revolution camo to an snd. This was the history of all past revelutions, 


and this alec was, is and will be the histary of the Ruesisn revolution. Let ua 


“gee the perfect parallel between the French revolution end the Russian revolution. 


6. . The Ruasian revolutionaries believed that the histcric function of the Ru- 
asian revelution wan te @stabligh socialism. We shell presently sss that ths his- 
toric function of the Russian revolution was to destroy private capitaliem and es- 
tablieh state capitalism. For the Present, let us consider the couree of the Russ- 
ign revolution: it wag exactly like the course-of the French revolution. Prior to 
: -3- 
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guiillotined, until Stalin = the most reactionary of the Boleheviki remined in 
power, But by the logic of events even| Stalin will be rétired from the-atage of 
history, to make room for still more r. actionary leaders, Thie will continue until 
the reaction will be complete. If the Searied revolutionaries had understood hist- 
ory, they would have epared themselves pitter disappointments, Then they mould be 
content to play their historit roles, and would retire from the étage of history 
once they had performed their roles, Dut because they naively believed that they 
were indiepangable to history, and thst they could atay on the historic stage all - 
tié time, for this superstition they had to pay and did pay with their liven. Fata 
volentem ducunt, nolentem trahunt.And now lct us conpider the broader aide of the 
tragedy of tha Russian revolution. °* 

rr Eistory is a process of the development of the human race, What determines 
the nature and couree of-the development of the human race? Marx answered: it is 
determined by tne mode of profuction. According to Marx the moda of production hae 
& nature, caurse of evolution and destiny of ita own, wnich are independent of the 
will and the consciousness of men; but rman himself has neither a nature or a con- 
seieusness ef evolution nor a.destiny of his om, The will, the tonsciousness, the 
course of svolution and the doetiny of mankind are all determined by the nature, 
course of evolution and destiny of the mode of production.'As the mode of produc- 
«ion, is at a given timc, 50 also will be the consciousnegs, the thoughts and the- 


beliefs of men, and so also will be the whole social euperstructure. The deatiny cf - 


the mode of production is.ta integrate all the means, the forces and the proceesea 
of production and to convert them into one univergal syatem of production. Capitat- 
ism is only a link in the leng chain of evolution of the modé of preduction. By the 
law of dialectics, capitaliem will negate iteelf and make room for socialism. Upon 
the basie of eacialism communism will riee. Thus communism ie inevitable, Since the 
mode gf production determines thé] will and consciousness of men, it follows that, 
ences the mode of praductian brings out socialism,men will become socialists; and, 
vhen the mode of production brings out communiem, men will become tomuniates. Be- 
tween the will and tho consciousness of men and the mode of production there is a 
correspondences but this correspondence is determined by the mode of production. 
According to this materialist conception of history, the mode of production ia the 
seal and man is the wax; the impression on the wax corresponds with the seal. A 
change inthe seal will result in a change in thd impression on the wax. This be- 
ing so, all that we have to do to soivo the social problems is to ghange the mode 
of production, and human nature wild chenge 86 a matter of courss.. For this reason 
che Russian revolutionaries toak it for granted that with the inauguration of a 
sotialist plan of production, even if that plan is inaugurated by force, the will 
and the consciousness of the Ruseian people will correspondingly change. For this 
reason, also, the Russian revolutionaries did not concern themselves about the na- 
ture and stage of evolution of the Russian People. At numerous occasions I showed 
that liarx perceived a truth about hietory that is of tranecendent significance, but 
at this occasion I am concerined only about this’: to show that this is a one-sided 
and inadequate idea of history; and, because the Rueeisn revolutionaries nevor par~ 
ceived thie, they paid with their livos. § 
Be First, what basis did Karx have for the assumption that, while the mode of 
production has a nature, course ef evelution and destiny of its own, which are in- 
dependent of the will and consciousnese of men, main ia a perfect blank, and that 
+4 


; : 
hia nature, course of evolution and destiny ard\determined by the mode of product - 


ien?-Thie waa a most, unwarranted assumption, which. haa no beeie in fact or in the-. - 
ught. Tha truth is this. Just ae the mode. ef production hae a nature, courage of 


' independent of the mode of production. The correspondence between the will and the 
consciousness of wan and the modo of preduction is determined, neither by tha mode 
ef production nor by men, but is determined by hiatory itself. Secondly, Marx aca-. - 
umed that the correspondence is-similtangoue. Marx telle ue that man, .by acting on ‘ 
the external world and changing it, he at the same time changea hia own nature, og 
This is trus, but what ia overleoked ia is: the correspondence is hot, elmultan- - 
cous, but successive. Consider the present world gituation. The mode of production — 
has already reached a state of perfection and integration that it is already. capa— 
ble of susthining the whole human race in abundance, .comfort énd ease, Indeed, the 
present stete of the mode of P¥eduction ie already capable of austaining the stata 
of socinlism, Mankind already solved the problem of their material ‘exintenca, and - 
they are no longer under the cruel neceasity to struggle with one ansther for the 5 
ucans ef lifc. And yet, what da the situation? Mankind are now involved ina world « 
Struggle that brings upen them infinite misery and suffering, and which struggle 
vill destroy the present society, its civilization and its institutions, and will 
decimate the human racc, “hy is this 90?’ Tha answer ia this. Between man and the 
miede of production there is a correspondencsa, but thie correepondence is not sim~ 


» ards the centre; and, then the centre ia Teached, all further Progresa is from the 
centre back to the periphery. To make progrsas, man must begin at the periphery, 
wiich is the external world. Man must, begin to change and improve the external m- 
terial world. By chhnging and improving the external haterial world, man aleo bo- “i 
gins td change: and to improve hie ovn nature. Bul between the change and improve- 
nent of the oxternal and material vorld and the change and improvement of hwran » 
aature trere may bce an interval of thousands of years, The material werld is sl- 
ready prepsred for socialism, but it will take many centuries bafore humn nature 
will be prepared fer eocialism. Eut the Russian revolutionaries believed that thay 
sould establish socialism in Tackward Ruesia right now. Thie wae a fatal mistake, 
and for this they paid a terrible penalty. The Russian revolutionaries believed ba) 
that the historic function of the Russian revolution wae to establish sacialian;. 
we shall presently. see thet ite histeric fungtion was to establish etate capital- 


isn, and this the Russian revolution accomplished. Let us briefly consider this e 
Tatter. 


5. The present social order reste on private capitalism, but private capital- 
ism can no longer function, and therefore it will diseppear in the near fuiure, If 
at this time the working class were rotional, clase conecious, revolutionary and 
organized, they would come to the fore, they would take in hand the land, the means 
ing the procoeses ef preduction, they would vac them in on organized and rational 
Tanner, and thus they would catablish socialism, And we must bear in mind this: se~ 
ciuliem cen be ustablished and will be established only by the working class: this 
i3 taeir hieieric function. But the working claes is not yet prepared to perform 
this ee function, Ve heve then this Situation: private capitalism can no lo- 
ager sxiet and socialism is.yet impossible, “hat course, then, is open for history? 
Cnly this course: to call upon the state to perform the functioy which, the working 
class should have performed. The state must now take in hand the lard, the meane, 
the processes and the forces of production and wae them in an organized mannar in 
accordance with 4 national Plan. When, in addition to its Political power, the 
state alao acquires ecenemic pover, the State becomes supreme and ebeolute. The 
rolitical form of the estate becomes faeciem. Thus etate. copitaliem and fascism are 
inevitable. This is what has already been accomplished in Sevict Russia, Nazi Ger- 
many, Fascist Italy, and this will aleo be sccomplished in all sther countrios, Ir 
she pagt, I spake of this, so eften and at such great length that I do not hove to 
siaberate o7 this now, Tak historic function of the Quseion revolution tas ta ini- 
A * Z -5- - 
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jez and fascias, and this the.fevolution | cscomplished. Therafore 
tragedy. But the Lenina, the Trotzkye and the seédine ‘beliaved that 
lishing socialion. Te elready saw what Marx taught us, namely, that, 
a social transformation, we must disregard what men think of the 
fend what they think of thensalves and af one another, The Lenins, 
ir sa “=a Stalins never understood what history made them do; they ware”. 
5 O5is in the hande of the ravolution and history. 5o much for tha hiat--! 
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aspect. And now we cons to the adrql aspect. . 
Soe | a ‘| . : ! a7 
L0.:* The Moral Aspect. Prior to the §talin-Hitler Pact, the communists, the fri- 
" ' ,arids of Soviet Russia and the fellow-trayallers accepted and ‘justified’ evarything 

ae ALbat was done by the revolutionaries in Saviet Russia; they accepted and justified . 
_ Sven tha most heinous and sadietic crimes upon the greund that the aim justifiea 
“ * ‘the means. The aim of the Riteier revolution wae noble, humane, just and idea tho- ~ 
5 , afore, it jnatified the means used to realize thie, - But after Stalin and Hit- 

: » ler.mada the Pact, when Stalin ‘and Hitler, Soviet Ruesip dnd ilazi Germay, revealed: 
« '* thedselves to be birds ofa, feather that flocked togather; then zany of ‘tis conmun- 


as 


iats, friends-of- Soviet Ruseia and thé ett RRA ag were bittorly disappointed 
I 





and'disilluelened, Then they*cempletoly ravatsed ‘their attitude towarde Soviet Ru- 

isaia, the Ruasian revolution, and the very principle tlpon the basis of which they 
previously justified;alt. that was dons in Soviet Ruseia, Whereee before thay dusti- 

~) fiad the most “heinous and sadistic crimes, colmitted by the revolutionaries in Sav= A 

of ict Russia upon the greund thet the aim dustifias the means; now they discovered ao 

¥ that thio-is® &, pernicious principle, and they condemned even the good which the ra- 

ie. volutionariessaccomplished in Sovict Russia. | Hob they condeméd; not only the Ru- 

2 soian revolution, but {ell ravalutions. Thus they raised a moral ‘idsue. Dees the aim 

° dustify the means? Sinca this oral igsue in olyes, not only ‘the Russian revolution 

. but'all ravolutione, past, Dresent and future; we muct meet this issud ‘adaquately. 


Appointed and disillusioned individuale Belews they have a-most naive and gupar- ~ 
stitious/notion abaut history,’ about ravolut ons and about the natura af man, Thay 


naively and superstitiously agsume that men are free agents, who are free to choose sm 


' “the meang and the aim, and they can make history as they pleaga., Sinca man ara free 
agents, who can chonéa tha aim and the meane; it follows)that men should choose the 
the right ain and use ‘the right maane to realize the ain. Ta shall presently sea. 

{ that they do not know what they are talking about. ! F 

' 1s Dees the aim justify the means? Thislie one of the oldest,, profoundest/and_ . 
most difficult preblems that confronted theughtful humanity. Profound thinkers be-- 

: stowed on this problan infinite thought, a tkey thus far failed to aolva tha 
problem, It is tha tas: bofora us to solva thia pepblam.'An aim implies means: That-_ 

, 2var be the aim, we must use appropriate means to realize that aim, Suppoge IT want.” ~ 
& chair on whick to eit. It is clear that I must uaa wood, a hammar, a car, a ‘plane 
nailea, paint, and the like, and T inust uee them in the proper manner, I cannot! say 


' sood with a hammer, I cannot drive in nails with a gaw, I cannot paint with a knife, ~_ 


| and I cannot makes a chair from watar. Jew, in ordinary oases it io easy to deter- 

2 mine what means we must use to realize an aim. te may say genorally that an aim 

Bee instifids the use of such means by which we can realiae the aim But, when-we cone - 

! =e complicated cases, espacially. cases which involva ‘morality, humanity, justica, 

“, and the like, the problem becemas ever more difficylt, Does the ain justify tha 
means? It is clear that; aif tha ain itself is immoral, inhuman, unjust, and the 1i- 
ka, whatevar be the means usad thay are not justified by the aim, hecaues tha aim . 
itself is unjustifiable. We ara not hara concerned about auch aims; we ara hara 
concernad about right aims, aime thet are moral, hurane, just, and the like, It is 

, &lso clear that such an ain will justify means of the aama natura. This far there. 

is yet no problem. In other words, if a noble, humans, just and ideal him could ba 
realizad by means of the same nature, than the solution vould be thia: use moral, 
‘umane, just and ideal means to realize a moral, humane, just and ideal aim, But - 
the difficulty arisea from this. “hataver ba the Bim, and may it be avar go moral,- 


At tho outset, I must stata the following. By raising this mora) issue, theas die- 


7" 








é humans, just and ideal, it can be realized ay by. usibg meane of @ contrary nature com. 


It ia this which reizea the question: Does the aim justify the means? Here, again, . 
a still greater difficulty arises. If a noral,, humane, djuat and ideal aim conld bo © 
realized by means of a contrary nature, even then tha eim would juetify the means. 
But jthe difficulty erises from thie: thus far no aim wae realized, It is thia-that 
raised the problem: doea the ain justify the means? Yen of thought came to the con- 
clusion that a coral, humane, just/and ideel aim camjot be realized by means of a 
tonutréry nedure. Ye can now realize why thils problem’remiinead unsolved. Indeed, it 
isa very. difficult problem, Yet, we-s endeavor to solve it. 

e * D 
a2. Let us begin with the Russian revolition. For centuries the Ruasian people 
vere oppressed, exploited and dagraded by tyrante, oppresatra and exploitere, To, 
frea the Ruasian people from the tyranto, oppreesore and exploiters was unquestion- 
ably a morel, huganc, just and/ideal aim, -But how could this aim be realized? Thi 
aim could be realized only by revolution,| If a revolution ie ta be successful, i 
the ground for it must first te Prepared, and this can be prepared only by @ rover 
lutionary movement. Now, in Czarist Ruesia @ revolutlonary mévement could’ be carre 


ied on only in an illegal and immoral manner. The revolutionaries had to lie, te! 
decaive, to rob and aven to kill, Then the ground for the revolution-was prapared, 
the revolution itself came. If the reactionaries within Ruesia and outside of Ru- 
aSia would permit the revolution to perform ite historic function, then the revalu- 
tion would hava been peaceful, moral, humane and just. But the reactionaries were 
determined te destroy the revolutionaries and the revolution, and for'thia purpose 
they teed immoral, inhuman, unjust and sadistic neana, What were ‘the revolutionar~ - 
jes to do? If they refreined from ueing similar means to fight for the revolution ~ 
snd the Ruasian people, tha revolution !would fail, and the Ruesian people would. 
remain under the old tyrants, oppressors and. exploiters. To acquiesce in this, the 
revolutionaries would have committed the greatest crime against*the Russidn people. 
Hence, the revolutionaries were right and justified ‘in ueing any meane to ovarcome ~ 
the enemies of the revolution and the people, Trus, to realize a morel, humane, 
just-end ideal aim, the ravolutionariea wara compelled to uee means of a contrary ~~ 
nature. Did the alm juetify the means? What waa true of the Ruasian revolution was. 
equally true of all ravelutione; what was true of revolutions wae equaliy true 
of ell human endeavors to realize a radical and noble ain. Now, if indeed the Ru~- 
asian revolution realized eseciaiien - which waa the aim of the revolutionaries + 
the aim would justify tha means. Put, as we already gow, the Russian revolution did 
not and could not realize socialism, This being ec, did the aim of the revelution-- 
aries justify the means they used to realize the aim? 


a3. B In the face of theee facta, naive and sentimental idealists cams to the 
conclusion that a,noble aim can juetify only noble meane, Theae. idealiste mintain 
tuat the reason why until now no aim was realized Was because msn used immoral, in- 
human and unjuet means to ranlize thair aims. But Gince, #6 we saw, to renlize a 
notle, moral, humane, just and ideal aim we muat use means of 4 contrary nature, 
these idenliets came to the conclusion: reeist not evil. Refuse to resist evil, and 
evil will die of itself. This brings to the fore a new s&apect of the problem. Te 
aitall not lose ourselves in alstraction nor drown in the infinite facts of past’ 
history; but we will test this principle ina very concrete way. These idealists 
“ive o task right bafore them. The nazis are determined to conquor the whole earth,” 
and te reduce the rest of tha human raca to a state of slavary, to serve the sup- 
erior nazi race, What will these idealists advise the reat of mankind to do, what 


' will theee ideeliets do themselves? Bic Rhodus, hic eslta! Suppose thase ideplists 
-anc the rest of mankind do not resist the’nazis, then the nazis will realize thair 


aim: the reat of the human race will be enslaved, degraded and dehumanized, This 

means that the rest of mankind, their children, grandchildren, and al) their das- 

¢endants to the end of time will tecoms and remain mere cattle used by tha superior 

nazi rate solely for their Purposes, just as we use cattle now, Can we conceiva a 

great, morp heinoua and more sadiatic crime than the one which these idealists pro- 

‘pose to commit and which they wolld advise the rest of mankind to commit? Bear this 
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in mind. Tt ie a great crime to kill a man, but it aa an infinitely greater crime 
to convert p-man into a beast. And thie ie vexactly os the nazi euperior race pro- 
poses to dg with the reat of mankind, It ie told that"Toletoy? when he became in=- 
fatuated with the doctrine of non-resistange, deliveréd a lecture-on thia! subject. 
After the locturs, he woe asked this question: auppbsé that on coming home he found 
hia house surrounded ty cannibals, who wers about to take hie wife and children,: 
kill them, and make of their bedies a feast for themeslves; what would ha do? Tol- 
stoy answered: he would nqt resist. This ia absolut insanity. If ona is detarmined 


to let cannibals kill his wife and children and not resist, he is absolutely insand. 


Reason dictatee that eelf-preasrvation is the highest virtue, from which flow.all 
other virtuee. §elf-preservation meane aleo preservation of éne'e- wife, children ¢ 
and fellowmen. Reason will dictate that, if one's wife and children are in danger, 
that*he should eacrifice hia own life to-eava hie wife and his children. Reaaon 





‘Will also dictate eimilar eacrifice for the eaka of|one's fellow méti. Thus this ap- 


parent idealism that would permit cennitals to kill one's wife and children turna 


out to be the moat ineane and the moet sadistic crima: it is en abeoluta and un- 
mitigated solfishness and cowardice.’ Suppose we consider another caee.. Suppose a 


serpent attacke a man. Tha situation ie euch that a ther the serpant will kill the > 


man, or the man.ghould kill the serpent. That would theee idealiste advice the man 


‘to do, would they advise him not .to rasiet avil? The serpent ie a beaet, while man, 


ig a rational and) superior being. Reaeon ‘will dictate that wa should ¢oncern our- 
aelves far more about e man than about a serpent. Does not thie apply to ‘the nazie?. 
are thay not beaste? What distinguisheeman from the beast? It is.reaaon, humenity, 


justice, and the like, The nazie repudiated regeon, they trample under foot human-.’- 


ity, morality, justice, and the like, and in the most brazen-faced manner extel. * 
brutality, cruelty, inhumanity and sadism; while the reet of mankind endeavor to 
fold on to reason, strive to become mofal, humane, just and the like; aro not the 
Tazie serpente in comparieon with the rest of mankind? Since the nazie are dater~~ 
mined to destroy the rest of mankind, the latter have the right, and it is their 
duty, to dastroy the nazie. But the nazie can be destroyed, not by non-resistanca, 
but by tho ea of effective meane. Does not the aim justify the medrie? 


14, Let: us look at the matter in ite broadest sepect. Yen started cut ec a 
teast, but ha was predeetined to rise above the beast and to become a Tationat and 
humane pereon. To accompliah thie mn had to tranecend the beast that he wigs and 
Temained. First, he had to riage above the beaet and become a sayage; then ha had to 
Tiss above the savage and become a barbariens; thon he had to rias sbove the barbar- 
ian and become e civilized person. And even this ie not yet hie goal; man will hay 
to rise above tha.civilized and bacome e morally autenomoue pereon, a superman.’ Bu 
in accomplishing all this, mankind had to,destroy themvelvee as they were. Through- 
out the paet, backward humanity struggled against all progress, against any change 
and improvement, and against their own destiny. What wae to be done? The only cou- 
rage that was open wae to uge force: the savages had to destroy the beaeta; the 
bartarians had to destroy the Gavagee; the civilized had to destroy the barbarians; 
and the superiten will have to destroy the efvilized, This will continue until man- 
kind attain to their destiny, when they will all become rational and morally auto~- 
nomeus. Since thie is the deatiny of mankind, this is the highest, noblest and au- 
blimeat aim; and yet thie aim could be renlized only by the use of means of = con- 


trary natura. Men are wiger in their conduct than they are in their philesophy; for’ 


ehile through their philoeophy speaka only thair immature mind, through their con- 
duct speake life iteelf. Throughout the past, in their conduct mankind aeted ra- 
tionally and ae the eternal cenditipns of existence dicteted; only in thair philo- 
‘sophy they lost thamselvee in abstrActiona and irrationalitias. There ie yet a 
deeper at of the problem which we must consider. 


ae istencé reata on the eternal and infinite law of equivalents. For what- 
ever we get frompexistence we must pay an equivalent, and thie equivalent wa must 
Fay in coine of work, etruggle end suffering. We must work for the means of life, 
#6 must etruggle for the attainnent cpa ss and underetanding, and we must 
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suffer-for spiritual excellence. Between conduct and consequences there is an org- 
anic anc indiesolubla relationship; but between conduct -and consequences the rela- 
tionship.ig dialectical: conduct changes into echsequances of an opposits nature, 
Thia arises from the very law of equivalents. Je mugt have pain to have pleasure, 
we must sOrraw to have joy, and we must suffer to e happiness; ard te mugt uge 
immoral, i: mand unjust means to realize a noral’, humane and just ain. It is 
not a question of the means; it is a Guestion of the pain, |because the ein justifies 
the means, Take the case of an individual criminal; Suppose that @ cfimina] kills a 
man, Seciety cannot dieregard this anti-social crime: in self-pregorvation society 
must protect iteelf against criminals. Now, a criminal doee not commit murder in 
open day light, in the presence of peoplé; he commits hie crimes adcratly, and he 
covers up-his crime ep that he should net be detected. Hew can society bring the 
criminai to justice? Only by detective work, but detective work means lying, decei~ 
ving, and the like. Suppose the criminal is ‘apprehended, he is imprisoned, hé ie 
tricd and condemned either to imprisonment or death; are not all these acta of so= 
ciety immoral, inkumen end unjust? And yet eceiety must commit theee acts, for it 


nas Ho alternative. Now, there are eentimental idealists who hold -aociety Teepon= 


‘sible for the crimes committed by individuals; but, in turn, it must be asked: ie: 


_ not the individuel responsible for the crimes committed by ecciety? What determines 


the character of the individual and the character of society? Some thinkers main- 
tain that the character of the individual is determined by society, other thinkers 


. Mtintein thet the character of society is determined by-the individuala composing 


equally clear that society cannot rise above the individuale? Who, then, determines 
_ their respective charactara? Here we meet the same answer: neithor -eociety deter=- 


pociety, It is clear that the individual cannot rise above society, but is it not * 


mines tha character of the individual, nor the individuals determine the character 

af society; both ere determined by history. Since both are determined by history, _ 
it follows: whatever be the caueas that determine the individual to, commit crimes, - * 
the same causes determine society to Punish the criminal, What shall be done with 
tyrants, oppressors and exploitera? They are criminals dnd anti+social; they are a 
menace to society and to the membere of society. Soéiety and the membera of society, . 
in self-defence and self-preservation, must renove the tyrants, opprersore and ex- ~* 
ploiters; but this can be done only by acte that are imsoral, inhuman and unjust. 

Thus we sea tHat the ain justifies the means. But thie bringe te the fore the fo- 4 
llowing question. Since the aim justifies the means, then all aima should have been 
realized; and yet we know that thus far no aim wae realized, how can this be expl- 
gained? Thig trings us to the difficulty that made it impoeeibie to aclve the pro- 
blem before us, namely: does the ein justify the means? We shall Presently aes 

the solution, 


16. In coneidering this question in ite deepest aspect, we must clearly draw a 
distinction between the ain of history and the aims of men. When we do thie, we at 
once perceive that hietory aleayn realized ite aim, This we already saw that hist- 
ory took in hand a beast, and in the course of time mde of Kim in succession a. sa- 


“wage, a barbarian, a civilized man, and now makes of him a superman. And history 


used for the purposes of realizing its eime means that were immoral, inhusan and 
unjust. Hence,! ‘concerning history we may say absolutely: the ain justifies the 
Geans. But, when we come to conaider the aims of men, W8 perceive that men never 
realized their aims. And the question arisas: why @id not men realize their gina? 
The answer is, becauge their aime did not .cOincide with tha aim of history, and 
this wae so because thus far men did not understand hictory. Until now mankind ware 
yet infants, and infants cannot have a correct and adequate idea of the life-task 
that is before them. Parents and teachers muet lure the infants to their training 
for the serious and hard tasks of life with Bugic, aong and play. Littlé five year 
old Johnny is mada to believe that, by learning to apell the words: cat, mat, and 
the like, he will become President of the United States. Since until rew mankind 
were yet infanta, history had to deceive then with illusions into their training 
for the earious and difficult tankeof life. And thue it came te pase that until now 
mankind were motivated by utopige and illusions, Twe thousand years ago the back- 
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word rafes were lured by the utopia that the kingdom of heaven waa at hand, Two 
thousand years later, the working masses were lured by the utopia that the. kingdor 
of cocialiam waa at hand. And so it’ was ih all casas, Mankind never realized their 
‘aims. Judaism, Ghrietianity, Communism, and all other greet. aims were not realized; 
yet history realized ite ain: ‘mankind passed from the iets of beast and became ~ 
ealize the sublime aim, wh- 
ich ia the degtiny of mankind; and then what turned outta be utopias .and. illue=- 
ions will reveal themselves to be the intention of history: mankind will realize 
ail their utopias and dreame, Little five-year old Johnny is made to -believa that, 
_by learning to spell the worde cat, mat, and the like, he will become the: Presiden 3 
of the United States. Thia is a utopia and an illusion. Yet, wait a while,-and —' 4 
little Johnny will become Presidentjof the United States, and ho will becomo euch 
Just because he learned to spell thé worde cat, mat, and the like. 
lj. Thero is another aspect of the solution. ‘Infante cannot adecuately serye an 
aim. In addition to Serving &n aim, they must also sarva some personal petty ‘pur- 
poses. Since until now mankind were yet infants, they could not adequately serve 
any aim. While serving some ain, they aleo ceryed some personal petty eime. In most. 
cases, the aim was only an excuse and a mask to cover up some personal “aim, In 
other words, while apparently eerving a noble aim, they in fact eerved their, pase- 
ions, ambitions and peraonal interests. The mon who served an aim regardless of —~ 
personal interests, passiona and ambitions, were very few. Now, we saw that an d 
juetifies the means ueed to serve the aim; but an aim cannot justify the means i 
which are used to serve other Purposes, For instanca, take the Rueeian revolutipn-- 
aries. “e knew that the; were idealists of a high order; we know that they worked, 
struggled, suffered and even died for the sake of their noble aim. Yet this ie not a 
the whole stery. When we look deeper into the matter, we find that most,if not all, ° 
sevolteioharsit were motivated by passions, jealousies, vanities, ambitions, and 
the like, all of which had nothing to do with the aim. We must bear this in minds 
Work, struggle, suffering, death and martyrdom are. not-yet guarantees that‘ the id= 
ealiste served aim adequately. There was never an aim - no matter how crim-_ 
‘inal, immgral 4 uman + for the sake of which men did not ‘work, atruggle, su- 
ffer ahd die. ‘Tike the nazis: are they not working, struggling, suffering and dying « 
for the sake of their criminal aim? Hence we see this paradox: Jews, Christians, 
Communists, and ‘other idealists, while ready to die for their ideal, will yat atoop 
to the lowest level of immorality to aerve their own personal interests. For in- 
stance, in the etruggle between the Russian revolutionaries, was it always a stru- 
Egle motivated by the noble aim? Yes, we are all noble idealiats, provided we arc 
an the top; but, if othere are on the top, we will dieregard the idea. Henee in 
considering the question: doas the aim justify the means,'we must eliminate from 
consideration all acts and means used to serve, not the aim itaolf, but some per- 
sonal paesion, ambition and vanity. When wa do this, we shall then ase tha follow- 
ing. First, to the extent that man truly and adequately served an aim, the aim wee 
realized. Secondly, no aim thus far was fully realized, because thue far men did 
not serve any aim truly and adequately. 


lbs The conclueion ie this. First, in all cases the aim must be noble, moral, 
humane, just and ideal. When such is the aim, it ia no longer a question of the 
means, for this aim will justify the means. necsesary to reslize the aim, Secondly, 
the means ueed muet be pecessary to realize the aim, and no more of the meana 
ahell be used as is actually nececeary. Thirdly, in serving any aim, nothing else 
ahall be sarved: all perdonal coneiderations, aide, ambitions and purposes must 
be absolutely and completely eliminate? and disregarded. And for this purpose we 
reed no outeids guidance: each one knows fully and adequately whether he serveathe 
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‘aim or he served hia ea interests and Purposes, iJo one can be decoived in this. 


Thirdly, we mubt always bear in ming that men are not frase agento;. thay ara .not 
fres to choose) the ain, and they are net freo to chodse the meang: all is-deterin- 


ngd by history. Banking cannot rise above thoir historic evolution, So long ns) men _ 


are still-infahta, they will err And comait wrongs. Still even this is not to be...” 


charged againet men. Since it is all detormined by hiatory, we cannot blams any 


since {t is all determined by history, and thua far history has achieved an-infin- 
ite task, spita of the means thatlit used, there is nothing of the past which we 
Sre to regret, and there ta nothing in the future which we are to fear. Finally, 


What took place dn Seviut Ruasia was noeeesary and inovitablc, The revolutionary 


could be no life, Unless a corn of wheat fall into the ground and die, it abideth .~ 
alone; but,-if i+ dies, it bringeth forth an abundance of fruit. The death of tha 
revolutionary leaders wil] bring forth ravolutionary leadero a hundredfold, a 
thousandfold; and the death of the Ruspian revolution will bring forth mdny other 
revolutions, State cCapitalism-and faeciem are not a reaction; they are progress 

and revolution. What revolutionary work state capitaliem anc facociom will accom 
flish we shall ses in the next tecture on the Universs1 Griois and the United 
States, ¥ 
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